I. Introduction
Due to rapid globalization, food logistics have already expanded beyond territorial boundaries. Food safety is thus not only a matter of domestic concern, but also one of ever increasing international concern for public health.
1 It is no wonder that the food safety issues are regulated under international law covering both the public and private domains. In 2008, the Chinese toxic milk scandal shocked the entire international community.
2 It raised tremendous global concern about food safety in China. There was serious public fury over the rampant food adulteration in China. Since this notorious milk incident, Chinese authorities have swiftly taken a series of actions to enhance the safety of domestic food production. 3 Among these newly-implemented food safety measures, the most salient legal reform was to abolish the Food Hygiene Law, replacing it with the Food Safety Law of the PRC ("FSL") on June 1, 2009. 4 The enactment of the FSL did not mark the pinnacle of the determination of Chinese authorities to strengthen the regulation of food safety. Four years later, the Legislative Affairs Office of the PRC State Council publicized a draft version of the amended FSL to collect public opinions from October 29, 2013 to November 29, 2013 . 5 This round of amendments was intended to further refine the FSL and reinforce its critical role in guaranteeing food quality and safety in China. Of the proposed amendments, the concept of "compulsory food safety liability insurance" ("CFSLI") has aroused the most vigorous discussion among Chinese legal CFSLI refers to an insurance scheme that is compulsory for domestic food producers and protects them in the event of food safety incidents. It is evident that CFSLI represents an efficient approach to address the claims of victims of unsafe food, which is recognized by the overwhelming majority of Chinese legal scholars. 7 Nevertheless, they do not yet fully agree on whether CFSLI ought to be compulsory or voluntary. In addition, there is debate over the different combinations of specific legal measures needed to curb the byproducts of CFSLI, such as moral hazards or adverse selection. 8 Due to the disagreement of Chinese legal scholars on CFSLI,
Chinese authorities finally chose to put it on hold for a while and they did not bring it into the revised FSL that came into effect on October 1, 2015. This regrettable result shows that the existing discussions of Chinese legal scholars about the CFSLI mainly rely on the perspective of domestic laws, missing the international legal aspects of this issue. Academic ignorance of international laws has partly caused the current deadlock in this vein. This research will thus try to revisit CFSLI from a joint perspective of public and private international law in a balanced manner. Here, private international law embraces the economic dimension of sovereign States and international organizations, such as international economic law.
The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Part two will illustrate that the right to safe food is an integral component and attribute of the fundamental human rights to adequate food and health. Correspondingly, the right to safe food is a non-derogable obligation of the international community and each State. Part three will analyze the flaws of the currently available remedies in China for victims of mass torts caused by food safety incidents. This part will further show that CFSLI will be a necessary step for China to reinforce its international commitment to protect the right to safe food. Part four will touch on CFSLI from a viewpoint of international economic law, which is an important segment of private international law in its broad sense. It will focus on the WTO legal regime for protecting 6 Id. consumers' health and safety. Such a consumer-oriented legal regime based on international human rights law allows States to impose necessary health and safety standards on their commodity imports and exports. In turn, the voluntary choice of States to reasonably exercise this right exhibits their commitment to safeguard consumers' health and safety, which are fundamental human rights in the sphere of trade. Part five will first discuss the flawed system of commodity export inspection in China. This system per se represents ex ante measures taken by Chinese authorities to protect foreign consumers' health and safety. It further argues that the overhaul of this dysfunctional system will take time.
As a result, for the time being, CFSLI, as an ex post measure, is urgently needed to complement the flawed ex ante export inspection system in China and to enhance China's exercise of the aforementioned right to protect consumers' health and safety in the export process pursuant to by the WTO law. Part six will contain concluding remarks. This part will indicate that the human rights viewpoint, which is rooted and emphasized in public international law, has already penetrated into the broadlyinterpreted private international law. Governed by this human rights aspect, both public and private international law in its broad sense force the launch of CFSLI by the Chinese authorities in the not-so-distant future.
II. The Right to Safe Food in the Domain of International Human Rights Law
The international protection of human rights began rapidly growing and developing in the wake of the catastrophes caused by the Second World War, especially the Nazi Holocaust and the Japanese massacre. 9 The UN adopted the Universal Declaration of States must ensure provision of health care, including immunization programmes against the major infectious diseases, and ensure equal access for all to the underlying determinants of health, such as nutritiously safe food and potable drinking water, basic sanitation and adequate housing and living conditions and to ensure access to the minimum essential food which is nutritionally adequate and safe, to ensure freedom from hunger to everyone is, inter alia, a core obligation incumbent on states arising from the right to health.
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Regarding remedies of the right to health, General Comment No. 14 emphasizes that:
Any person or group who is a victim of a violation of the right to health should have access to effective judicial or other appropriate remedies at both national and international levels. All victims of such violations should be entitled to adequate reparation, which may take the form of restitution, compensation, satisfaction or guarantees of non-repetition.
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In other words, States are obligated to supply various remedial measures to restore the right to health when this fundamental human right as a whole or any of its core components, such as the right to safe food, is violated. Another fundamental human right relating to the right to safe food is the right to 'adequate' food which is defined as "the fundamental rights of everyone to be free from hunger." 20 According to General Comment No. 12, the right to adequate food is "indivisibly linked to the inherent dignity of the human person and indispensable for the fulfillment of other human rights enshrined in the International Bill of Human Rights." 21 In order to realize the right to adequate food in practice, General
Comment No. 12 specifies "free from adverse substances" as its normative contents.
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"Free from adverse substances" may refer to:
[s]etting requirements for food safety and for a range of protective measures by both Likewise, the UN General Assembly is holding the same position with the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in this regard. In terms of Resolution 63/187 adopted on December 18, 2008, the General Assembly "reaffirms the right of everyone to have access to safe, sufficient and nutritious food, consistent with the right to adequate food and the fundamental right of everyone to be free from hunger, so as to be able to fully develop and maintain his or her physical and mental capacities." 24 General Comment No. 12 makes it clear that States are obliged to respect, protect, and fulfill the right to adequate food.
25 For the sake of performing this obligation,
States are further required to adopt a national strategy to ensure food and nutrition security for all which "should address critical issues and measures in regard to all aspects of the food system, including the production, processing, distribution, marketing and consumption of safe food, as well as parallel measures in the fields of health, education, employment and social security." 26 With regard to remedies of the right to adequate food, General Comment No. 12 also provides that:
Any person or group who is a victim of a violation of the right to adequate food should have access to effective judicial or other appropriate remedies at both national and international levels. All victims of such violations are entitled to adequate reparation, which may take the form of restitution, compensation, satisfaction or guarantees of non-repetition.
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To realize the remedial power to restore the violated right to adequate food as a whole or any of its core elements including the right to safe food, States in turn are bound to provide an array of efficient remedial measures within their own boundaries.
Following the direction of international human rights law, it is evident that the right to safe food exists as an integral element of the two fundamental human 23 
Id.
24 Supra note 21. 25 Id. 26 Id. 27 Id.
rights -the right to health and the right to adequate food. In order to respect, protect and fulfill the two human rights concerned, State must take efficient measures to safeguard, reinforce and remedy the right to safe food.
III. Remedial Measures for Violations of the Right to Safe Food in China: Flaws and CFSLI
As mentioned above, the right to safe food is regarded as a critical attribute of the right to health and the right to adequate food in the domain of international human rights law. States are obliged to efficiently safeguard and remedy the right to safe food for the purpose of realizing the right to health and the right to adequate food. The 2008 melamine milk scandal has caused a disastrous aftermath of mass tort. In the process of providing remedies for victims, China's porous remedial regime for violations of the right to safe food, which mainly consists of mass tort compensation funds, government bailouts and litigation, has been exposed to the public. In these, there is an urgent need for CFSLI to be launched by the Chinese authorities to provide prompt and full compensations for victims of violations of the right to safe food, 28 and to reinforce China's performance in protecting and fulfilling the two fundamental human rights -the right to health and the right to adequate food.
A. Mass Tort Compensation Funds
Mass tort compensation funds may refer to a scheme whereby, in the case of mass torts, wrongdoers that are financially capable transfer money to independent and professional caretakers to establish special funds for the purpose of compensating victims. 29 The selected fund caretakers are fully responsible for the operation of the money pooled in these funds. They are authorized to fairly and scientifically determine the scope, amount, schedule, and other relevant aspects of compensations for victims. In this case, the financial conditions of the compensation funds under their management should be reported to victims and other concerned stakeholders on a regular basis. Once a victim chooses to claim compensation from this type of fund at his/her own discretion, s/he must enter into an agreement with the fund to simultaneously renounce the right to file a lawsuit against the wrongdoers due to the same infringement. Thus, mass tort compensation funds are deemed an alternative remedial measure to litigation for victims of mass torts.
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Mass tort compensation funds first appeared in China as a result of the 2008 melamine milk scandal. To solve the compensation problem for victims in this incident, 22 wrongdoing milk manufacturers together pooled RMB 200 million to set up a medical compensation fund to cover the medical treatment of victims. This fund was steered by the China Industry Association, which is a quasigovernmental agency. 31 Likewise, in the 2011 ConocoPhillips oil spill incident, the fisher compensation fund (RMB 1 billion), which was established by ConocoPhillips, was directly managed by the Ministry of Agriculture. 32 The two recent mass tort incidents cited here show that from its inception, the mass tort compensation fund has been closely linked with the government in China. In other words, the government or its affiliated agencies replace independent professionals as active caretakers for these funds. The main reason for the government's involvement in mass tort compensation funds is to implement the national policy for stability. It is fair to say that political and social stability has been tremendously emphasized by the supreme power since China started its transformation process in the late 1970s.
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Because mass tort incidents are always considered by China's top leaders to have the potential to cause instability in society, the government at all levels should engage in the entire process of addressing such events as establishing and running mass tort compensation funds. 34 The government's engagement, however, also brings bureaucratic practices into the operation of this type of fund, which makes it inefficient, non-transparent and uncertain. 35 This situation has worsened in the absence of a special law or regulation to govern the life cycle of mass tort compensation funds in China. As such bureaucratic practices become rampant and unbridled in Chinese mass tort compensation funds, the remedial function for mass torts victims regarding the right to safe food is severely undermined.
B. Government Bailout
The government bailout represents another remedial measure for victims of mass torts caused by unsafe food in China. To put it simply, the governments administrating the region of the unsafe food producing enterprises would utilize their fiscal revenues to satisfy the compensation claims of victims who have born physical or pecuniary sufferings due to the unsafe food. 36 The government bailout can be traced back to the "soft budget constraint" practice during the centrallyplanned era of China. 37 At that time, because Chinese enterprises at all levels were state owned, the governments used to play the role of patron for these enterprises, helping out these affiliated enterprises in case of hardship. 38 Even though China has nearly given up on its centrally-planned economy, this paternalism by the government has persisted. Especially under the overarching national policy of stability, financial bailout for enterprises that cause mass torts by producing unsafe food has been viewed as the fast track for the governments to ease the fury of masses of victims whose right to safe food has been infringed on by unsafe food. After the breakout of the melamine milk scandal in 2008, e.g., some Chinese local governments even sold parts of their office buildings to raise funds to compensate victims on behalf of milk producers who were the real tortfeasors.
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It is evident that government bailout for food safety violations would deviate from the legitimate objectives of public finance. Article 6 of the PRC Budget Law expressly provides that the objectives of public finance are to improve the welfare of citizens, propel economic and social developments, maintain national security, and guarantee the operation of governments. 40 Even if governments spend their budgets for compensating victims on behalf of wrongdoers in food safety in the name of consolidating social order, it would harm the sustainable social stability in the end. While the governments are concerned about social stability, victims would repeatedly hold up governments to satisfy their compensation claims, which might Actually, the government bailout incubates the increasing social instability. The current Chinese administration and President Xi Jinping have already recognized the malfunctions of the government bailout. They are trying to legalize governmental activities and assess the governments' activities under the rule of law and sustainable development rather than just 'social stability.' 41 Therefore, the traditional government bailout is expected to be gradually replaced by the rule of law principle. Today, it cannot be considered a regular remedial measure for victims whose right to safe food is violated.
C. Litigation
For massive victims in food safety incidents, litigation ought to be the last resort to acquire remedies. The PRC Civil Procedural Law provides that mass tort victims are eligible to file lawsuits against wrongdoer enterprises in courts. 42 Due to the unique political and judicial system, however, Chinese courts are inclined to reject legal proceedings initiated by mass tort victims in practice.
43
Unlike in the judicial independence model in major western countries, Chinese courts are firmly controlled by the ruling Communist Party of China ("CPC") and tightly constrained by the governments. In particular, Chinese courts on each level are politically subordinated to each Committee of Political Science and Law of the CPC ("CPSL"). The CPSLs are directly monitoring the judicial activities of courts and, inter alia, guaranteeing the implementation of the national policy of stability by the courts. 44 In addition, the expenditures of Chinese courts on each level mainly come from fiscal revenues of the governments. The governments are thus apt to give priority to fulfilling their own duties when allocating their fiscal revenues. This financial dependence of Chinese courts means that even employing new judges is tightly controlled by the governments. In this context, the governments are usually reluctant to employ sufficient new judges for courts. The aforementioned system would lead Chinese courts to not adjudicate mass tort cases easily. Due to a great number of victims, particularly, this type of case is fairly complicated. To handle these cases, Chinese courts have to spend more substantial financial and human resources on in-depth investigations. 46 A more important consideration is the legal reasoning of judges that differs widely from that of lay victims. When the verdicts made by judges under the laws are not consistent with the initial expectations of plaintiffs (victims), these numerous victims may engage in radical behaviors, such as violent protests outside the courts, to express their frustrations. If this occurs, CPSL will blame the courts for failing in implementing the national policy of stability. 47 Because of these dilemmas, Chinese courts are prone to rejecting mass tort cases. The fundamental solution to this problem is thus to continuously push forward Chinese political reform. Because it cannot be achieved overnight, litigation would not be instituted by victims as an efficient remedial measure to restore their right to safe food in China within the foreseeable future. The above analysis has clearly shown that the Chinese remedial regime for the right to safe food is flawed. To perform the international obligation to protect the right to safe food and to improve its remedial regime, China should adopt the following two approaches. First, China should improve the existing remedial measures for the right to safe food, such as mass tort compensation funds and litigations. Second, China should introduce new measures to enrich the remedial regime in a timely manner. 48 As far as the second approach is concerned, 'liability insurance' is undoubtedly one of the optimal choices because it can provide efficient and adequate compensation for massive victims whose right to safe food is violated. granted by international human rights law on the basis of these common byproducts of all insurance.
IV. The WTO Legal Regime of Consumer Protection
As an intergovernmental organization, the World Trade Organization ("WTO") is working for free trade among member States rather than for human rights. 50 However, along with the ever increasing emphasis on protecting human rights on a global scale, the principles of international human rights law have already dominated the law and institution of the WTO. In this vein, leading international economic lawyers have been carrying out academic endeavors to promote humanizing WTO rules to reduce poverty and safeguard consumers' safety and health worldwide. 51 In response to this type of academic appeal, the WTO itself has taken efficient actions to supply a legal regime to balance free trade and consumer protection for the implicit purpose of fulfilling the human right to adequate food and health, both of which embrace the subordinated right to safe food in the field of international trade. The WTO legal regime for consumer protection principally consists of two important agreements: Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (hereinafter SPS Agreement) and the Agreement on Technical Barriers to Trade (hereinafter TBT Agreement). 52 The common objective of these agreements is to harmonize free market access of food producers with domestic health regulations of food imports and exports. 53 They recognize that universally agreed food standards for the protection of consumers bring benefits to both food producers and consumers. 54 In particular, the SPS Agreement offers a multilateral framework of rules governing the legitimacy of all domestic measures which aim to protect consumers' life or health from the risks arising from additives, contaminants, toxins, veterinary drug and pesticide residues, and other disease-causing organisms in foods and beverages. 55 It may, however, negatively influence the freedom of international trade as advocated by the WTO. To fulfill the above mission, the SPS Agreement encompasses the elements of precaution and grants to sovereign States the right of imposing restrictions on their food imports and exports for the sake of consumers' health and safety. 56 Especially in regard to food imports, these domestic restrictive measures should be backed up by sufficient scientific evidence based on an appropriate risk assessment and the principles of non-discrimination and proportionality. 57 The SPS expressly provides:
"There is a right, albeit a conditional right, to take provisional measures subject to the requirements for risk assessment laid out in Article 5.1, 5.5 and 5.6." 58 Therefore, it is evident that the SPS Agreement attempts to balance the right of sovereign States to determine measures for consumer protection and the freedom of international trade that cannot be hampered by unnecessary, arbitrary, discriminatory, scientifically unjustifiable, or disguised restrictions.
The right of States to adopt restrictive measures for pursuing consumer protection is granted by WTO law. Although it points to both food imports and exports, the existing case law of the WTO primarily focuses on the dimension of food imports. In this type of case adjudicated by the WTO Appellate Body, the Codex Alimentarius has been recognized as the benchmark to assess the legitimacy, appropriateness, and proportionality of restrictions on food imports imposed by sovereign States for the sake of protecting their own domestic consumers. 59 In EC-Sardines and EC-Hormones, the WTO Appellate Body confirmed its recognition of the standards of the Codex Alimentarius as "relevant international standards" to be relied on by States as a basis for their food import restrictions, implying that such standards might be adopted without consensus. 60 It is thus fair to say that, through adjudicating these foodimport-related cases, the Appellate Body has clearly shown its stance that "the WTO cannot and does not stand for free trade at any cost" and that remarkable emphasis should be put on the importance of internationally accepted food standards for "upholding a rules-based multilateral trading system that ensures secure and Apart from the food import restrictions, the right of States to adopt restrictive measures to enhance consumer protection under the WTO legal regime refers to the field of food exports, as well. Even though food export restrictions attract less attentions by the WTO Appellate Body than the aforementioned food import restrictions featured with multilateral influences, at the sole discretion of States, they exhibit commitment to safeguard foreign consumers' health and safety which are fundamental human rights in trade. A number of sovereign States including China have voluntarily decided to exercise the right of food export restrictions that is granted by the WTO law against domestic food producers in the interests of foreign consumers.
62 Unfortunately, few academic discussions have been contributed to this area thus far.
To summarize, the core values of international human rights law have also been recognized by the WTO law. The legal regime of the WTO concerning consumer protection represents the endeavors made by this intergovernmental organization, other than maintaining free trade among member States, to protect and enhance two fundamental human rights, i.e., the right to adequate food and the right to health both of which are affiliated to the right to safe food. Under this legal regime, sovereign States have been granted the right to impose restrictions on food imports or exports in the interest of consumers' health and safety. It is argued that both dimensions of food import restrictions and food export restrictions should be equally emphasized by academia.
V. The Commodity Export Inspection System in China: Flaws and CFSLI
As discussed above, under the WTO legal regime, sovereign States are committed to guarantee and reinforce food safety in the domain of trade. This is largely displayed by their voluntary exercise of the right to take restrictive measures, primarily granted by and pursuant to the SPS Agreement and the TBT Agreement, against food imports and exports for the sake of consumer protection. As a member State of the WTO since 2001, China has followed the instruction of the WTO legal regime concerning consumer protection to voluntarily maintain the commodity import and export inspection system which is domestically governed by the Law of the PRC on Commodity Import and Export Inspection (hereinafter CIEI Law). 63 Article 1 of the CIEI Law provides that the objectives of this Law are to strengthen and regulate commodity import and export inspection, protect public interests and legitimate interests of trade parties of imports and exports, and facilitate the development of international trade. 64 In addition, Article 4 of the CIEI Law provides that commodity import and export inspection ought to be based on the principles of safeguarding human beings' health and safety, protecting the life and health of animals and plants, protecting environments, preventing deceptive behaviors and maintaining the security of sovereignty. 65 It is evident that the CIEI Law has absorbed the basic principles of the WTO legal regime concerning consumer protection that free trade and consumer protection should and could be harmonized via implementing the commodity import and export inspection system. However, because the 2008 Chinese melamine milk scandal also seriously harmed the safety and health of foreign consumers through toxic milk exports, it has revealed that commodity export inspection in China is not a seamless web, but is fraught with flaws. In turn, the flawed commodity export inspection system has undermined China's commitment to protect consumers under WTO law. Moreover, it has tainted the image of Chinese domestic producers and reduced the competitiveness of their commodities in the global market. 66 It is thus necessary for China to renovate the dysfunctional commodity export inspection system as a fundamental stepping stone. Given the constraints of the Chinese institutional settings, however, the mending process in this regard will take quite a long time. To supplement the porous commodity export inspection system which acts as an ex ante mechanism for consumer protection, CFSLI should be urgently launched as an ex post measure by the Chinese authorities. It may further improve China's voluntary exercise of the right of trade restrictions in the interests of consumers under the WTO law.
The following two factors would increase the daily workload of the commodity export inspection bureaus and their daily sample experiment frequency.
A. Personnel Quota and Limited Human Resources
China has been operating a rigid personnel quota system for governments since the central-planned economic era. 67 Due to this inflexible and outdated system, the headcount of each governmental agency is fixed and cannot be easily changed. 68 The rigid personnel quota has often placed increasing workloads on commodity export inspection bureaus with the limited human resources. Since the late 1970s when the reform and opening-up policy was launched, China's commodity exports have been rapidly increasing on a yearly basis to become the largest export country in the world. 69 Pursuant to the CIEI Law, the commodity export inspection bureaus are required to test a sample of each batch of exported commodity before it is freighted out of the country's borders. 70 Because of the headcount of the commodity export inspection bureaus, which has been firmly controlled and rigidly fixed by the personnel quota system, however, the bureaus cannot recruit a sufficient number of full-time professional inspectors to perform their duties. 71 To partially relieve themselves of this dilemma, China commodity export inspection bureaus have started to employ a number of part-time inspectors. As these part-time inspectors receive only very basic inspection training and work on the front line, 72 however, they have often been negligent in the process of inspection. Pursuing this approach would further jeopardize the interests of foreign consumers.
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B. Assorted Standards and Local Interests
The second factor in the dereliction of duty in the process of commodity export inspection in China is the interests of local governments. At the end of 1993, the CPC and Chinese central government launched a tax-revenue-division reform. 74 The two sets of data clearly indicate that since the tax-revenue-division reform, Chinese local governments have been given a smaller piece of the tax-revenue pie contributing more financial strength to make the pie bigger. Also, the "one-veto-all criterion" (一票否决制度) of China's official promotion system should be considered. This means that a government leader can never get promoted if s/he fails to fulfill one crucial task assigned by the superior government. It puts huge pressure on the local government. Consequently, these sub-factors have provided senior local officials with strong incentives to explore ways to substantially increase local fiscal incomes to successfully complete heavy tasks saddled by superior governments. In this vein, commodity exports represent a lucrative approach for local governments to enlarge their fiscal revenues.
77 Therefore, they hold a very positive attitude toward pushing commodity exports and try their best lobbying commodity export inspection bureaus to apply inspection standards in a loose manner. Today, the commodity export inspection bureaus in China rely on the rules and standards of destination countries to inspect exported commodities. 78 Because each jurisdiction maintains its own distinctive inspection standards for any given commodity, it is very difficult for Chinese inspectors to be acquainted with all of these standards. 79 In particular, a large portion of Chinese inspectors are lesstrained, part-time employees, most of whom lack the capability to accurately handle these assorted standards. 80 It is thus inevitable that sloppy and rough inspections frequently occur in practice.
VI. Conclusion
The above description has sketched out the current Chinese commodity export inspection system, which is riddled with flaws. It is clear that some of the flaws are fundamentally ascribed to the institutional settings of China, such as the governmental personnel quota system and the fiscal allocation system. Thus, improving the Chinese commodity export inspection system must be accomplished in collaboration with the political reform of Chinese governments. Otherwise, it is destined to fail. However, China's political reform is a long-term project. Consequently, the improvement of the Chinese commodity export inspection system will also take a long time. Under such circumstances, to reinforce China's exercise of the right to take trade-related restrictive measures for consumer protection as granted by the WTO law, post ante measures should be introduced by the Chinese authorities. It is an alternative to continuously and incrementally improving the commodity export inspection system, which represents an ex ante mechanism. In this regard, CFSLI is undoubtedly an optimal option considering its outstanding remedial function for consumers. Therefore, apart from international human rights law, it is also supported by the WTO law that China ought to launch CFSLI in a timely manner.
Globalization brings us an interconnected forum that can be also applied to legal research. To mitigate the serious food safety problem in China, there is an urgent need for CFSLI to be launched by the Chinese authorities. As verified by this research, the legitimacy of CFSLI in China is not only rooted in domestic laws, 78 Id. 79 Id. 80 Id.
but also embedded in public and private international law in its broad sense. In particular, governed by the human right perspective, public international law and broadly-interpreted private international law have already twisted their arms to collectively support the Chinese CFSLI attempt. On the one hand, this attempt helps China to better perform its international obligation to protect the subordinated human right to safe food. On the other hand, it also facilitates and reinforces China's exercise of the right of taking trade-related restrictive measures for consumer protection.
Examining CFSLI from a viewpoint of international law, it further provides two valuable points for legal research in the future. First, the holistic approach covering domestic and international law must be noted when scrutinizing a legal phenomenon. Second, the ideology and principles of public international law must be emphasized when analyzing private international law broadly, and vice versa. It is fair to say that, in terms of core values and methodologies, public international law and broadly-interpreted private international law are increasingly converging with each other rather than diverging.
